


Protest against the misuse, prolific issuance, and maldis¬ 

tribution of United States Commemorative Half-Dollars. 

« 

In 1926 the Oregon Trail Memorial half-dollar Was authorized 

for a coinage not to exceed 6 000 000 pleses. In thesame year 

there were coined first 48 000 pieces from Philadelphia, and then 

100 000 pieces from San Francisco. 

Out of the 48 000 Philadelphia pieces, 17 000 were remdlted. 

In 1928, the Oregon Trail Commission asked that there be coined at 

the San Pran^sco mint 50 000 more piece: s. The commission, however 

failed to call for them, and they were left in the mint until 

April of 19331 Undoubtedly it was because of this, that Hoover, 

then president of the United States, vetoed all coin bills presented. 

At tla t time in 1933, 44 000 of the 50 000 were rem^ted, leaving 

a limited issue of only 6 000. These were Offered for sale by the 

Scott Stamp and Coin Company of New York, who at the same time 

advertised " Sole Distributors of the Oregon Trail Commemorative 

Half-Dollars" At the same time, this company announced that there 

would be available 5 250 1933 Denver halves. One year later, in 

September of 1934, this company announced 7 000 Denver 1934 coins. 

In April of 1936, this same company announced 5 000 S Mint 

halves, saying at the same time that there would be no more of these 

from that mint in that year. Later 10 000 were struck at Philadelphia, 

and these were not advertised publicly, but to their customers by 

mail. 

In Primary this year, there were coined 12 000 Denver mint, 

and it seems that the commission finally woke up to the fact that 

they themselves could make some money off the poor collector. They 

are distributing them themselved. 
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Thaia we have 8 Issues In 11 years, the only difference being 

the date and mint mayk. Figures follow; 

Year Ho.Coined Mint Remelted Left Orig.Price 
Approx. 

Priee m 

1926 48 000 Phil 17 000 31 000 # 1.00 I 1.35 
1926 100 000 San Fran - 100 000 1.00 1.35 
1928 50 000 n « 44 000 6 000 2.00 5.25 
1933 5 250 Denver . 5 250 1.50 9.75 
1934 7 000 » 7 000 2.00 5.00 
1936 6 000 San Franc 5 000 1.65 9.00 
1936 10 000 Phil 10 000 1.65 4.50 
1937 12 000 Denver 12 000 1.60 1.60 

23fi 250 61 000 176 250 $12.40 $37.80 

The 1937 half is still being distributed by the commission. 

At the rate these coins are being minted, we will have Oregon 

Trail halves for the next 300 years! 

« 

Last year was the Texas Centexmial ( 1936 ) In 1934 their 

bill was passed authorizing the issuance of 1 600 000 pieces. In that 

year, 1934, they had coined at Philadelphia, 205 000 pieces. Ho doubt 

they are still obtainable at the dcaamisslon. In 1935 they had coined 

at each of the three mints, 10 000. They raised the price f om 

#1.00 to #1.50. Again in 1936, 10 000 from each mint. A notice 

has just appeared in a local paper that they eagpeot to have their 

1937 coins available shortly. 

Last year, they had introduced a bill to authorize a series of new 

reverses not to exdeed five! This would have mea^ht 16 new coins from 

the same commission.. Fortunately the bill was killed in the House. 

Figures follow; 

Coined Year Mint Original Price PrlSFfi! 

205 000 1934 Phil 1.00 $ 1.10 
10 000 1935 Phil 1.50 1.85 
10 000 1935 San Fran 1.50 1.85 
10 000 1935 Denver 1.50 1.85 
10 000 1936 Phil 1.50 1.75 
10 000 1936 San Fran 1.50 1.75 
10 000 1936 Denver 1.50 1.75 

265 000 10.00 11.90 
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Total coined to date Is 265 000 out of an authorized 1 500 000t 

« 

Next is the most flagrant violator: The Daniel Boone Bicentennial. 

Authorizad for 600 000 in 1934. That year they had coined 10 000 

at Philadelphia. In 1936, 10 000 from Philadelphia and 6 000 from 

each of the branch mints. 

It was about this time that the groaning and muttering of the 

collect or 3, who were footing the bill, ftegan to be heard. They pro¬ 

tested that the coins were being issued from year to year with no 

change except date and mint. This commission very magnanimously 

had a bill put up to authorize the addition of a small 1934 to 

the coins being strAck in 1936. The bill passed and became a law. 

In tht same year, they had 10 000 struck from the Phil mint. 

Then Lo and Behold! Mr Dunn, the distributor of this half-dollar 

toox it upon himself to issue what he termed a " Bonus Issue " 

2 000 from each of the western mints. He claimed these were inly 

for those idio had stuck with him, and had ordered all those previous 

to this set. Even that wouldn»t have been so bad, if they were 

all distributed. I defy this distributor to prove a list of 2 000 

names of people who got these sets. 

In December of that year he claims to.have assigned all the 

entire issue, y»t there is a case of distribution late in Aprllof 

the next year from him! In JxHj of 1936, this same distributor 

of£ red a set of thes^^are coins to anyone who would purchase 500 

of the 1936 Philadelphia coins for $510 express collect. In the same 

ad he saiys,” Prom some sots- as far as they go- made available to 

the Daniel Boone Bi-Centennlal Commission approved by Congress * 

Evldentally he was trying to deceive the collectors into believing 
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that more had been oo Ined. 

In 1936 there were coined at Philadelphia 10 000, and then 

6 000 from each of the branch mints. How he advertises ( psirdon 

me, his wife advertises ) 16 000 1937 coins available from Phil. 

Late in 1935, we have Mr Dunn's word that he wanted to sell 

only 300 000 more coins, and now a statement that they had easpected 

tp continue for five years! 

All this with their Bi-Centennlal in 1934 I 

Coined 

10 000 
10 000 

5 000 
5 000 

10 000 
2 000 
2 000 

12 000 
6 000 
5 000 

15 000 

Year 

1934 
1936 
1935 
1935 
L936-34 
1935-34 
1935- 34 
1936- 34 
1936-34 
1936- 34 
1937- 34 

Mint 

Phil 
n 

San Fran 
Denver 
Philad 
San Franc 
Denver 
Philad 
Denver 
San Prsui 
Philad 

Orig,Price 

+ $ iJto 
1.10 
1.60 
1.60 
1.10 

l.IO 
1.60 
1.60 
1.60 

# 16.60 

Figures follow: 

Present Approx.Price 

I 3.50 
3.00 
5.00 
6.00 
2.76 

3.70 Pair 

1.36 
5.00 
5.00 
1.60 

1 97.1® 81 000 

A total of 11 coins, the only difference being the date and 

mint. 

Hext comes Arkansas. They got a late start, but are evidently 

making up for lost time. Authorised for 500 000 in 1935. Coined in 

Philadelphia first 10 000. Then they began to get more orders than 

they had coins. They consulted MPehl, a coin dealer of Ft Worth,Tex. 

Acting on his advice, they hadcoined an additional 3 000 at Philad. 

and 5 500 at each of the branch mints. This dealer later admits having 

practically complete control of these branch minted coins. These 

coins were originally sold by the commission at #1.00 , but very 

few collectors got the branch mint coins. This dealer immediately 

raised thi price to $2.75 each. 
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In 1936 they had coined 10 000 from each of the mints. Then 

It seems they had some difftcnlty in selling them all, accoi*ding 

t o the wording of their ads, aid so they raised their price to 

#2 from $1.50. After these were coined, they had introduced a 

hill into Congress to authorize three new reveraes||i which would 

have meant nine more coins. Fortunately it was amended to only 

one new reverse. This is the familiar Joe Hoblnson half- 

26 000 of these were coined, and distributed only by 

Stack*3, a liew York Dealer who set the price at #1.85 4* postage, 

whereas the commission only charged #1,50. 

And now, notices are being sent out by this dealer that they 

will have shortly a 5 000 set issue from the 5 mints of 1937. 

AND THEY HAVE SET THE PRICE AT #8.75 A SET OP THREE COINS I 

At the same time they say" Exclusive distributors of the Arkansas 

HalC- dollars. Figures follow: 
Present 

Year Coined Mint Orig. Price Approx Price 

1936 13 000 Philadel 1.00 # 2.75 
1936 6 500 San Fran 1.00 5.00 
1935 5 500 Denver 1.00 5.00 
1936 10 000 Philadel 1.50 1.95 
1936 10 000 Denver 1.50 1.95 
1936 10 000 San Fran 1.50 1.95 
1936 (Joe Robi)25 000 Philadelphia 1.85 3.00 to #4 
1937 6 000 Phil A 
1937 6 000 Denver )) 8.75 a set Not yet dlstrib 
1937 5 000 San Fran Tkted. 

94 000 #9.35 # 21.60 

Originally authorized for 500 000 1 

Thus in the above mentioned cases, instead of only 4 coins. 

we have 36 , and only 667 250 out of an autholrized 8 650 000! 

And nothing toil prevent these commissions from getting them from 

year to year. 
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Now a few words about small issues and maldisbrlbutlcn. 

In 1935 a Hudson New York issue was authorised for 10 000 pieoes. 

Coined in June 1935, delivered to the commission on June 28th, and 

all sold out July 2nd with their ad appearing about fuly 6thl 

They were sold to dealers in large blocs, and it is whispered t^laat 

one New York dealer,Guttag,got the most of them. The price was 

immediately raised by these dealers. 

Orlginl price ^1.00 Present Approx price #7.60 

« 

Providence Rhode Island- Authorised coinage 50 000. Surely 

plenty for all collectors- Yet they were never advertised for sale by 

the original commission. There was a description of the coin pub¬ 

lished in February of 1936. Coincident with this description was an 

ad from Grant’s Hobby Shop in Providence offering to secure these 

coins for the collectors at #1.50, although those collectors who 

had already written to the commission were informed that they would 

be available at #1.00 each. 

The commission began accepting money from collectors as early as 

November of 1935. They were coined t 20 000 from Phil and 15 000 

from each of the bsanoh mints. 

Then in April came the news. Sold out in six hours I The 

astonishing pa rt of it is this: In the entire State of Rhode Island 

there were only 5 members of the American Numismatic Association 

which is the largest organisation of coincollectors in the U.S. 

Where did all these coins go? This Providence dealer immediately 

raised his price to #7.50 a set, amd the next month m Ised it to #9.1 

He admitted securing 11 500 for orders that he had, then later offered 

50 sets to trade and 25 to sell, and I have a letter over his slgnatxire 
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wherein he admits selling another 500 sets to dealers. 

Here is what happened to the collectors. The commission accepted 

their money, and used it to lift the issue from the mint. Then after 

all were sold, sent most collectors back their money saying that 

they had sold them all to natives, BUT THliI MOHEY SENT B<\CK WAS 

HOT THE ORIGINAL ORDERS AND CHtiCKS SENT IN, BUT THE CHECKS 

FROM THE COMMISSION DRA\^ ON TH' PROVIDINCK NATIONAL BANK I 

I have in my possession a letter wherin this cammission admits 

selling this dealer a greatef number than was allotted to others, 

{ what other ? ) due to the fear that they would be tmable to 

sell all 50 000. This letter clearly shows that they knew very 

little about distributing commemorative half-dollars. 

In December, this providence dealer criticizes the Columbia 

S C people for maldistributing a small issue. 

This Columbia issue was coined in November to celebrate a 

one day exposition held in the previous JanuaryI 

Providence sets Original i*rice $3.00 How $7.00 

Columbia sets Original Price $6.45 Now $15.00 

« 

Last year Cincinnati had coined 6 000— sets from each mint, 

15 000 coins in all. Well distributed, but why such a small issue. 

Someone was bound to be left out. And now seeing that last year*s 

reaped such a wonderful harvest from the poor collectors, they want 

more ( See H R #*3 2688 + 3159 Ist session 75th Congress ). 

b * 

The SanDiego issue was authorized for 250 000 in 1935. 

Coined 250 000 Melted 180 000 
Coined 180 000 Melted 150 000 

Here*3 what they did: 1935 S Mint 
1936 B Mint 
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And not only that, but they*ve ehanged their prices three times. 

Originally sold at fl.SO, the commission is now selling them at $3 1 

We come now to a part that seems to me to be pathetic! The 

Norfolk people are advertising their coins for sale pending the passing 

of their coin bill, and to date it hasn’t even passed the House 

Committoel Also the Fort Peck Dam people are advertising, 

and their bill hasn’t passed either committee yet! 

In conclusion, most collectors do no^j want this series discon¬ 

tinued, but merely want a drastic moderation in the number, size 

and distribution of them. However it would be far better to dlscon- 

tinvie them entirely than to allow a deluge like last year again! 

« 

Below is a list of all commemorative bills proposed to date* 
HR HR 

78 Steinmetz 5183 LaSalle 
79 Constitution 5185 Mercer County 
82 Antietam 5574 Tobacco in Vir. 

1614 Wllkinsburg 5634 Cleveland 
1953 Norfolk 5681 Great Lakes 
1975 Logan Count. B723 Sunrise service Wichita kt. 
2245 Montgomery 
2272 N W Territory S 
2290 Toledo 4 Norfolk ( HR 1953) 
2504 New York 102 Antietam (HR 82) 
2688 Cincinnati 169 Bonneville ( HR 3489) 
2734 de Corohado 321 de Coronado ( HR 2734) 
3159 Cincinnati 672 Constitution zi H R 79) 
3489 Bonnevile 712 Morristown 

3672 Port Chester 839 International Boundary 
3864 U of Louisville 853 Port Pec^ Dam 
3899 Mecklenberg 1217 Cleveland ( HR 5634) 
4087 San Fran Oak 1268 Port Chester ( HR 3672) 
4184 Clinton NT 1373 Michigan ( HR 4189) 
4189 Michigan 1394 Alamo ( HR 4480) 
4480 Alamo 1628 To establish a commission 

4640 N W Territory 1820 Chicago 

4641 Easton 1846 San Fran Oak ( HR 4087) 
4649 Miss.Flood Relf. 1895 Medals in lieu of coins 

4667 Berwick Pa 1896 York Coun 



Tinis we have atotal of 48 hills calling for 34 different coins, 

and to establish a commemorative commission, and another to substitute 

medals in place of coins. 

•» * 



[Public Law 610—79th Congress] 

[Chapter 763—2d Session] 

[H. R. 6528] 

AN ACT 

To authorize the coinage of 60-cent pieces to commemorate the life and perpet¬ 
uate the ideals and teachings of Booker T. Washington. 

Be it enacted, by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That to commemorate 
the life and perpetuate the ideals and teachings of Booker T. Wash¬ 
ington, a great American, there shall be coined by the Director of the 
Mint not to exceed five million silver 50-cent pieces of standard size, 
weight, and fineness and of a special appropriate design to be fixed by 
the Director of the Mint, with the approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury; but the United States shall not be subject to the expense 
of making the models for master dies or other preparations for this 
coinage. 

Sec. 2. The coins herein authorized shall be issued at par, and only 
upon the request of the Booker T. Washington Birthplace Memorial 
established at his birthplace in Franklin County, Virginia. 

Sec. 3. Such coins may be disposed of at par or at a premium by 
banks or trust companies selected by the Booker T. Washington Birtli- 
place Memorial of Franklin County, Virginia, and all proceeds there¬ 
from shall be used to purchase, construct, and maintain suitable memo¬ 
rials to the memory of Booker T. Washington, deceased, as may be 
decided upon by the Booker T. Washington Birthplace Memorial of 
Virginia. 

Sec. 4. That all laws now in force relating to the subsidiary silver 
coins of the United States and the coining or striking of the same; regu¬ 
lating and guarding the process of coinage; providing for the pur¬ 
chase of material, and for the transportation, distribution, and 
redemption of the coins; for the prevention of debasement or counter¬ 
feiting ; for security of the coin; or for any other purpo.ses, whether 
said laws are penal or otherwise, shall, so far as applicable, apply to 
the coinage herein directed. 

Sec. 5. The coins authorized herein shall be issued in such numbers, 
and at such times as shall be requested by the Booker T. Washington 
Birthplace Memorial and upon payment to the United States of the 
face value of such coins: Provided, That none of such coins shall be 
issued after the expiration of the five-year period immediately fol¬ 
lowing the enactment of this Act. 

Approved August 7, 1946. 
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IN THE SENATE OE THE UNITED STATES 

Apkil 21 (legislative day, March 29), 1948 

Eead twice and referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency 

JOINT RESOLUTION 
To authorize the coinage of 50-cent pieces in commemoration of 

the fiftieth anniversary of tlie termination of the War with 

Spain. 

Whereas the year 1948 marks the fiftieth anniversary of the 

termination of the War with Spain; and 

Whereas the valiant seiwices of the volunteer members of the 

armed forces of the United States brought such armed con¬ 

flict to a quick conclusion; and 

Whereas three-fourths of the veterans of the War with Spain are 

now deceased; and 

Whereas the surviving members of the United Spanish War 

Veterans, the only Nation-wide organization of veterans of 

the War with Spain, are having difficulty in financing their 

national organization in the future: Therefore be it 

1 Resolved hy the Senate and House of Representatives 

2 of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 

3 That, in commemoration of the fiftieth anniversary of the 

4 termination of the War with Spain, there shall be coined not 
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1 to exceed two hundred and fifty thousand silver 50-cent 

2 pieces of standard size, weight, and composition, and of a 

3 special appropriate design to be fixed by the Director of the 

4 Mint, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury; 

5 but the United States shall not he subject to the expense of 

6 making the necessary dies and other preparations for such 

7 coinage. 

8 Sec. 2. The coins herein authorized shall bear the date 

9 of the year in which they are minted, shall be legal tender 

10 to the amount of their face value, and shall be issued only 

11 upon the request of a duly authorized representative of the 

12 United Spanish War Veterans, upon the payment by such 

13 organization of the par value of such coins. Such coins shall 

14 be issued in such numbers and at such times during the cal- 

15 endar years 1948 and 1949 as shall be requested by the 

16 United Spanish War Veterans and may be disposed of at 

17 par or at a premium, and the net proceeds shall inure to 

18 the benefit of such organization. 

19 Sec. 3. All laws now in force relating to the subsidiary 

20 silver coins of the United States and the coining or striking 

21 of the same; regulating and guarding the process of coinage; 

22 providing for the purchase of material, and for tlie transporta- 

23 tion, distribution, and redemption of coins; for the preven- 

24 tion of debasement or counterfeiting, for the security of the 

25 coins, or for any other purpose, wlietlier such laws are penal 
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1 or otherwise, shall, so far as applicable, apply to the coinage 

2 herein authorized. 

Passed the House of Eepresentatives April 20, 1948. 

Attest: JOHN ANDREWS, 

Clerk. 



80th congress 11 
2d Session J. RES. 333 

JOINT re; JOLUTION 
To authorize the coinajge of 50-cent pieces in 

commemoration of the fiftieth anniversary 

of the termination pf the War with Spain. 

April 21 (legislative day, March 29), 1948 

Read twice and referrejl to the Committee on 
Banking aiid Currency 



75th Congress ) HOUSE OF EEPRESENTATIVES f Report 
1st Session ) I No. 1375 

PROHIBITING ISSUANCE AND COINAGE OF CERTAIN 

COMMEMORATIVE COINS 

July 28, 1937.—Committed to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union and ordered to be printed 

Mr. Cochran, from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 

Measures, submitted the following 

REPORT 

[To accompany H. R. 8036J 

The Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 8036) prohibiting the issuance and coinage of 
certain commemorative coins, and for other purposes, having consid¬ 
ered same, authorize me to report the bill to the House with the recom¬ 
mendation that the bill be passed. 

The pmpose of this bill is to stop a racket in the issuance of com¬ 
memorative coins that has developed in recent years. 

This bill wiU, from and after the date of its enactment, prohibit the 
further coinage and issuance of such coins under any act of Congress 
enacted prior to the Seventy-fifth Congress, with one exception. I 
have been advised that coins have been ordered and issued under 
every such authorizing act. The bill is worded so as not to affect 
those bills which recently were passed by the present Congress. In 
all fairness to the sponsors of those measures, it is the committee’s 
feeling that they should be afforded an opportvnity to place their 
orders and receive their coins. In any event, those acts themselves 
contain express limitations as to time, that is, they expire 1 year from 
the date of their enactment. 

The Texas Centennial is still being celebrated and is going on for 
another year according to the reports that the committee has received. 
For that reason the committee felt that it would be justified in per¬ 
mitting the coinage of a commemorative coin during 1938. 

The President of the United States, in several communications to 
the Congress has deplored the abuses and other ill effects resulting 
from the coinage of commemorative coins, and strongly recommended 
the consideration of legislation which would authorize the coinage of 
medals in lieu of coins, thus preserving inviolate the coinage system 
of the United States. 
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Congress, many years ago, being cognizant of the dangers and con¬ 
fusion which flow from a mnltiplicity of designs in our coins, wisely 
enacted section 3510 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 

which reads as follows: 

* * * no change in the design or die of any coin shall be made oftener thp 
once in 25 years from and including the first adoption of the design, model, die, 
or hub for the same coin. * * *. 

With the flood of commemorative-coin authorizations, this statute, 
while still on the books, has in recent years been more honored m 
the breach than in the observance. It is believed that in the enact¬ 
ment of section 3510, Congress enunciated a wise general public 
policy. Adherence to such a policy would have prevented the present 
abuses which result from numerous authorizations for the coinage of 
commemorative coins. The effect of such authorizations has been to 
encourage trafficking in such issues for private profit, to increase 
possibilities of counterfeiting, and, in general, to detract from the 
fundamental purpose for which money is issued, namely, to provide 

a medium of exchange. 
From 1892, when the first issue of commemorative new-design half 

dollars was approved, through 1928, a period of 36 years, 18 new- 
design half dollars were authorized. From 1934 to 1936, inclusive, 
a period of 3 years, 26 new half-dollar coins were authorized. In 
other words, in the last 3 years we passed more commemorative coin 
bills than during the entire 36-year period from 1892 through 1928. 
Surely, tlus must end sometime, and I think you will agree that that 

time has arrived. 
Besides orders for new coins recently approved, continuing orders 

are received at the mints for coins authorized as far back as 10 years 
ago—mind you, coins are still being ordered under acts passed over 
10 years ago. Under the terms of an act passed in 1926 (act of May 
17, 1926, sec. 3, 44 Stat. 559), which authorized the issue of 6,000,000 
pieces, the mint is required to fill orders from the interested organiza¬ 
tion or, as a matter of fact, from a coin dealer, in any amount, large 
or small, and they may be called for at any time, until this vast quan¬ 
tity is absorbed or until the act is repealed or suspended. Annual 
orders of coins in situations like this naturally are small, since the 
fewer coins minted in a given year, the higher the price may go. 
The change of date each year or, in fact, the slightest change gives 
the coins a new status to collectors and dealers. This also applies 

to the minting of the same coin at each mint. 
In 1933 one aot. (act of June 15, 1933, 48 Stat. 149) authorized the 

coinage of 1,500,000 pieces; in 1934 another (act of May 26, 1934, 48 
Stat. 807) authorized the issue of 600,000 pieces; another act passed 
in 1934 (May 14, 1934, 48 Stat. 776) authorized the issue of 500,000 
pieces; and a second act in 1936 for the same organization and* com¬ 
memorative purpose (June 26, 1936, 49 Stat. 1981) authorized an addi¬ 
tional coinage of not less than 25,000 nor more than 50,000 pieces with 
the change of design on one side. One act passed in 1936 (act of May 
15, 1936, 49 Stat. 1277) provides that the interested organization shall 
not take less than 25,000 pieces, leaving the case open for any number 
above that amount. Consequently, the organization can demand de¬ 
livery of any number that it can pay for, provided that not less than 
25,000 be ordered. It can issue coins forever unless this law is 

repealed. 
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By the act of May 3, 1935 (49 Stat. 174), a new coin was authorized 
for an exposition. The act authorized 250,000 pieces and the organi¬ 
zation requested the entire number. At the close of the exposition 
180,000 pieces, bearing date of 1935, were returned to the mint to be 
melted and additional legislation was enacted (act of May 6, 1936, 
49 Stat. 1262) permitting the recoinage of the 180,000 pieces, bear¬ 
ing date of 1936. 

The most casual review of these conditions will indicate the amount 
of special work imposed upon the already overburdened mints. 
Such special work diverts the use of machinery, manpower, and con¬ 
sumable supplies from regular channels of operation, when every 
facility of the mints is needed to meet the demands of the business of 
this country. Special commemorative orders affect every depart- 
ment of the mints from the engraving department, including intri¬ 
cate and exacting engraving and die cutting, down to the delivery 
department. Last year the mint had to displace regular coinage 
whde the necessary facilities were being diverted to the manufacture 
of 734,464 pieces of tliis special-interest coinage. The total coinage 
m 1926 amounted to about 315,000,000 pieces; coinage in 1936 
amounted to about 723,000,000 pieces. The country’s demand's for 
coinage are being attempted to be met with the same number of 
mints now that were in use 27 years ago. It is frequently necessary, 
therefore, to operate the mints on a 24-hour basis for long periods. 

Another disturbing feature of tliis whole policy, which had developed 
m the last 2 years, is the appalling extent to which the coins have been 
exploited for private gain, when coins are intended to be made on 
Cxovernment account. One set of commemorative coins which the 
wording of the act permitted to be made at each mint, consisted of 
nve types, all made in 1935; one from each mint, two bearing double 
dates and separate mint marks. This set of five pieces is advertised 
by a dealer for $93 (five 50-cent pieces worth the face value of $2.50) 
Another dealer offers two of these coins for $100. Still another issue 
hmited by the act to 15,000 pieces with provision for having them 
made at the mints” is advertised at $45 for three 50-cent pieces. 

In all cases the coins are delivered by the mint to the agent named 
in the act. Practice on the part of the interested organizations ap¬ 
pears to have grown up of delivering a large number of such coins to 
aea,lers for disposal to the public. There is no control over the charge 
w^ch dealers may make. It is conceded that individuals may pay 
what they please for a com, but attention is called to the fact that it 
is the intention of Congress when the coins are authorized that the 
proceeds of the sale of such coins at a reasonable profit shall be 
applied to the cost of the celebration which they are intended to 
memonahze. When coins are gathered up by dealers and offered at 
such aljsurd premiums, the profits do not go to the organization but to 
individual merchants. 

No country in the world permits such abuse of its coinage as has 
been perrnitted in this country. The practice of issuing commem- 
orative coins is so entrenched that determined resistance seems called 
tor. Lvery time the importunities of an organization for special 

Fs^weak^^ yielded to, the defense against the whole pernicious policy 

Upon a vigorous appeal having been made in 1927 before the Com¬ 
mittee on Coinage, W eights, and Measures, when the bill was pending 
lor the issue of the Bennington coin, the commitee agreed to cooperate 
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with the Treasury in discouraging the issue of special coins. The 
committee went on record, in its report on the Bennington coin, in 

the following terms: 

The committee desires at this time to go on record as not favoring legislation 
of this class because of the great number of bills introduced to commemorate 
events of local and not national interest and because such quantities of the coins 
so authorized have had to be taken back by the Government, melted, and reminted. 

OREGON TRAIL COINS 

In 1926 the Oregon Trail memorial half dollar was authorized for 
a coinage not to exceed 6,000,000 pieces. In the same year there 
were coined first 48,000 pieces from the Philadelphia Mint and then 
100,000 pieces from the San Francisco Mint. Being coined at different 
mints they are classed as separate coins by coin collectors. 

Out of the 48,000 Philadelphia pieces, 17,000 were reinelted. In 
1928, the Oregon Trail Commission asked that there be coined at the 
San Francisco Mint 50,000 more pieces. The commission, however, 
failed to call for them, and they were left in the mint until April of 
1933. Undoubtedly it was because of tliis, that Mr. Hoover, then 
President of the United States, vetoed all coin bills presented. The 
President could veto bills, but he could not repeal this law and more 

were issued. 
At that time, in 1933, 44,000 of the 50,000 were remelted, leaving 

a limited issue of only 6,000. These were offered for sale by a coin 
and stamp distributor of New York, who at the same time advertised 
“Sole distributors of the Oregon Trail commemorative half dollars.” 
At the same time, this company announced that there would be avail¬ 
able 5,250, 1933 Denver Mint half dollars. One year later, in Sep¬ 
tember of 1934, this company announced 7,000 Denver Mint 1934 

coins. 
In April of 1936 this same company announced 5,000 San Francisco 

Mint half dollars, saying then there would be no more from that mint 
in that year. Later 10,000 were issued at the Philadelphia Mint, and 
these were not advertised publicly but to their customers by mail. 

In February this year there were coined 12,000 at the Denver 
Mint, and it seems that the commission finally woke up to the fact 
that they themselves could make some money off the poor coin col¬ 
lector. They are distributing them themselves. 

Thus we have eight issues in 11 years, all commemorating the 
Oregon Trail, the only difference being the date and mint mark, but 
coin collectors must buy all. Here are the issues: 
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The 1937 half dollar is still being distributed by the commission. 
At the rate these coins are being minted, we will have Oregon Trail 

coins for the next 300 years, unless Congress repeals this law. 

THE TEXAS CENTENNIAL 

The Texas Centennial was held in 1936 but has been continued this 

their bill was passed authorizing the issuance of 
oAr - pieces In that year, they had coined at Philadelphia, 
205,000 pieces. No doubt they are still obtainable from the commis- 

11 coined at each of the three mints, 10,000 
in number raised the price from $1 to $1.50. Again in 1936 
10,000 from each imnt. A notice has just appeared in a local paper 
that they expect to have their 1937 coins available shortly 

Ihe coins can be issued until the full 1,500,000 pieces are exhausted 
unless the law is repealed. Here are the issues so far for the Texas 
L/entenmal: 

Year Number 
coined Mint Original 

price 
Price 

1035__ 205,000 
10,000 
10,000 
10,000 

Philadelphia_ $1. 00 $1.1C 

1935 _■ ■ 
1936 _ 

San Francisco_IllZIir L60 

LfiO 
1.60 

1.’85 
1.85 

1936_ loiooo San Francisco_ 
1. 76 
1. 76 

1937_ 8,000 Philadelphia_ 
1.50 1. 75 

1937_ iooo 
^an Francisco_ 

289,000 10.00 11. 90 

The total coined to date is 289,000 out of an authorized 1,500 000 

-iff coins is not available as they have not been 
distributed, but will be m a few weeks. 

It is but proper to state that the money raised from the sale of 
commemorative corns under the Texas act is being used entirely for 
the purpose of construcHng a memorial building on the grounds of 
the Texas Umversity. _ Tins building is partly completed, $300,000 
ot the amount appropnated by Congress to celebrate the centennial 
being used to start the structure. The board of regents of the 
university supervise the distnbution of the coins 

THE DANIEL BOONE BICENTENNIAL 

bas dewloped into a racket, the extent of which no one 

1 Bicentennial Act authorized 600,000 

E Tn^?Qtk Philadelphia 
P^adelphia Mint and 5,000 from 

vfl W fRp if “fndollar has a special 
value—the smaller the issue the greater the graft. 

It was about this tme that the groaning and muttering of the coin 

w footmg the bill, began to be heard.^ They pro¬ 
tested that the corns were bemg issued from year to year with no 
change except date and ^t In other words, they did not even go 

® “1 changmg the design, which would have been the 
honorable thmg to do at least, but they simply changed the date, 
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pocketing the cost of the new design. Was it any reason the coin 

collectors complained? , i i n +..^1 
Mr. Dunn, the distributor of this Daniel Boone half dollar, took 

it upon himself to issue what he termed a “bonus issue of 2,000 
from each of the western mints. He claimed these were only lor 
those who had stuck with him, by ordering all of the previous issues 
But the worst is yet to come. The corns were issued but not all 
distributed. Coin collectors have always defied this distributor to 
produce a list of 2,000 names of the people who got these sets. 1 have 

heard the cost of this issue is now about $100. _ 
In December of 1934 Mr. Dunn claims to have assigned all the 

entire issue, yet there is a case of distribution late m April ol the 
next year by him. In July of 1936 this same distributor offered a 
set of these rare coins to anyone who would purchase 500 ot the 193d 
Philadelphia coins for $510, express collect. In the same advertise¬ 
ment he says, “From some sets—as far as they go made available 
to the Daniel Boone Bicentennial Commission approved by Con¬ 
gress.” Evidently he was trying to deceive the collectors into be¬ 

lieving that more had been coined. ^ _ „„„ 
In 1936 there were coined at Philadelphia 10,000, and then 5,000 

from each of the branch mints. Now Mrs. Dunn, his wife, advertises 

15,000 1937 coins from the Philadelphia Mint. , , 1, 1 
Late in 1935, we have Mr. Dunn’s word that he wanted to sell only 

300,000 more coins, and now it is stated they expect to continue for 

5 years. My bill will end his racket. 
The issues under tins act follow; 

Year coined 
Mint Original 

price 
Present ^ 

- 
1935..-.-... 
1935--.-...—.- 
1935-34.-. 
1935-34...-. 
1935- 34.-. 
1936- 34.-.-. 
1936-34.... . 
1936- 34... 
1937- 34.... 

1937-34__--- 

10,000 
10,000 
5,000 
5,000 

10,000 
2,000 
2,000 

5; 000 
5,000 
7,500 
3,^0 

Philadelphia__ 
_do___ 
San Francisco-- 

Phil^eiphia- 

Philadelphia--- 

San Francisco- 
Philadelphia. 
Denver..-. 
San Francisco.. 

1 
1 
3 
£ 

60+ 
10 
60+ 
60+ 

70 
70 
10 
60 

60 
60 
60 

3 
5 
5 

5 
5 

50 00 00 00 
00 00 
35 

00 
50 
50 
50 

84,750 19.80 176. 65 

A total of 13 coins, the only difference being the date and mint. 
Remember coin collectors are like stamp collectors, they must buy 

each issue. 
. THE ARKANSAS COINS 

Arkansas secured a late start, but they are evidently making up for 
lost time The act authorized 500,000 in 1935. The first were coined 
at the Pliiladelpliia Mint, 10,000. Then they began to get more orders 
than they had coins. I understand they consulted a coin dealer and 
acting on liis advice, coined an additional 3,000 at the Philadelphia 
Mint and 5,500 at each ol the branch mints. This dealer kter admits 
having practically complete control of the branch minted coins. 
These coins were originally sold by the commission at $1, but very few 
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Se'pTce raised 

In 1936 they coined 10,000 from each of the mints. Then it seems 
they Imd some difficulty in selhng them all, according to the wordffi' 

«9 reduced their price to $1.50 from 
fnirnf ^ ^ tliese Were coined, a bill to authorize three new reverses was 
introduced which would have meant nine more coins. Fortunately it 
was amended to only one new rev^erse. • ^ 

h coined, and distributed onlv 
by a ^ew Tork dealer who set the price at $1.85 plus postage, whereas 
the commission only charged $1.50. And now, notices are being sent 
out by this same dealer that they will have shortly a 5,000 sef issue 
from the three mints of 1937. And they have set the price at $8 75 

ae “E-tarive distributors of 

The coins so far issued for Arkansas follow: 

Year Number Mint Ori^nal Present ap¬ 
proximate 

1935_ 

1935 _ 
1936 _ 
1936_ __ 
1936_ 
1936 (Joe Robi)_ . 
1937 _ 

1937_ 

5; SCO 
S,500 

10,000 
10,000 
10,000 
25,000 
5,000 
5,000 
5,000 

PhUadelph- 
San Franeisco- 
Denver- 
Philadelphia - 
Denver_ 
San Francisco_ 
Philadelphia- 

Denver_ 

] 

00 

00 
50 
50 

85 

40 

$2.75 

5.00 
1.95 
1.95 
1.95 
3.50 
4.40 
4.40 

94,000 
21.60 

The authorization is for 500,000 coins and they can go on until 
that number is minted unless we repeal the law ^ 

Thus m the above-mentioned cases, instead of only 4 coins 36 
were issued and only 667,250 out of an authorized 8,650,000 There 
is nothing to prevent them froin issuing the balance of nearly 8,000,000 
unless i\e repeal the laws. Is Congress going to sit quiet and let this 

racket continue? The commissions are probablv out of existence 
the celebrations have been held, but there was nothing in the law to 
pre\ent the turning over of the additional number to coin dealers 
who are working the racket and reaping a harvest. 

S.MALL ISSUES AND THEIR DISTRIBUTION 

In 1935 a Hudson, X. Y., issue was authorized for 10,000 nieces 
Coined m June 1935, delivered to the commission on June 28 Sd 
all sold out July 2 wTth their advertisement appearing about July 6 

Jne\mrYo7k^d*”l' ®'^ whispered that 
one A e\\ lork dealer secured the most of them. The price was im- 

pr:tf^dS;i7,5o" ; 'he 
Providence, R. I., authorized the coinage of 50,000. Surely this 

appears plenty for all who wanted them. Yet they were never affi 
\ ertised for sale by the original commission. There was a descrip¬ 
tion of the com published in February of 1936. At the time there 
was an advertisement by a shop in Providence offering to secure the 



g PROHIBITING ISSUE OF CERTAIN COMMEMORATIVE COINS 

coins for the collectors at $1.50, although the collectors who had 
already written to the commission were informed that they would be 

available at $1 each. 
The commission began accepting money from collectors as early 

as November of 1935. They coined 20,000 from the Philadelphia 
Mint and 15,000 from each of the branch mints. 

Then in April it was announced they had sold out in 6 hours. 
The astonishing part of it is in the entire State of Rhode Island there 
were only five members of the American Numismatic Association, 
which is the largest organization of coin collectors in the United 

States. . , , • T 1 
Where did all the coins go? This Providence dealer immediately 

raised his price to $7.50 a set, and the next month raised it to $9. 
He admitted securing 11,500 for orders that he had, then later offered 
50 sets to trade and 25 to sell, and I have seen a letter over his signa¬ 
ture wherein he admits selling another 500 sets to dealers. A set is 
two coins, one to show the face, the other the back. 

Here is what happened to the collectors. The commission accepted 
their money. Then, after all were sold, sent most collectors back their 
money, saying that they had sold them all to natives, but the money 
sent back was not the original money orders and checks sent in, but 
checks from the commission drawn on a Providence national bank. 
Was the coin collectors’ money used to send to the mint to get the 

coins? . . 
I have seen a letter where this commission admits selling a dealer 

a greater number than was allotted to others, due to the fear that 

they would be unable to sell the entire 50,000. 
In December, the Providence dealer criticizes the Columbia, S. C., 

commission for not properly distributing a small issue. 
This Columbia, S. C., issue was coined in November to celebrate a 

1-day exposition held in the previous January. The Columbia, S. C., 

sets, original price $6.45, now $15. _ _ -it 
Last year the Cincinnati committee had 5,000 coins minted from 

each mint, or 15,000 in all. What was the result? You have three 
ssues and a half dollar of any one of the issues now brings $11.95. 

The San Diego issue was authorized for 250,000 in 1935. The com¬ 
mission minted 250,000 at San Francisco in 1935 and returned 180,000 
to be melted, and in 1936 minted 180,000 at Denver Mint, returning 
150,000 to be melted. The price was changed three times. Originally 
it was $1.50 for each half dollar and now the coins are selling for $3 

each. . . . . 
After the facts were presented to the committee it was the opinion 

of the members the repeal of the old laws was justified. 
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COINAGE OF 50-CENT PIECES COMMEMOKATING FIFTI¬ 

ETH ANNIVERSARY OF TERMINATION OF THE WAR 

WITH SPAIN 

April 12, 1948—Committed to the Committee of the Whole House on the State 
of the Union and ordered to be printed 

Mr. Wolcott, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, 

submitted the following 

EEPORT 

[To accompany H. J. Res. 333] 

The Committee on Banking and Currency, to whom was referred 
the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 333) to authorize the coinage of 50-cent 
pieces in commemoration of the fiftieth anniversary of the termination 
of the war with Spain, having considered the same, report favorably 
thereon without amendment and recommend that the joint resolution 

do pass. 
GENERAL STATEMENT 

This joint resolution would provide for the coinage of special 50-cent 
pieces in commemoration of the fiftieth anniversary of the termination 
of the war with Spain. It would authorize the coinage of not to ex¬ 
ceed 250,000 of said coins, to be of standard size, weight, and composi¬ 
tion, and of a special appropriate design to be fixed by the Director 
of the Mint, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Last year the Banking and Currency Committee made a detailed 
study oi the whole question of issuance of commemorative coins. As 
a result of this study the committee recommended the adoption of a 
policy of limiting the issuance of commemorative coins to statehood 
centennial issues and stated that it would look with disfavor upon 
commemorative coin requests for any other purpose. It was recog¬ 
nized that there might be occasions which would call for an exception 
to this general pohcy but the committee believed that each such excep¬ 
tion would have to stand on its own merits and be of such a nature 
that the event being commemorated was of true and genuine national 

interest. 
The commemorative coin which would be authorized by this joint 

resolution is in nature an exception to the general policy of the com¬ 
mittee adopted with respect to such commemorative coin issues. 
However, it presents an outstanding exception to the general policy 
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and the committee was of the opinion that it was proper and fitting 
to so recognize this request. The United Spanish War Veterans 
number among their membership approximately 70,000 of the re¬ 
maining 117,000 veterans of the war with Spain. There are 50 
United Spanish War Veterans organizations throughout the country 
and the outlying Territories. The average age of the members of 
the orgaiiizations is approximately 74 and it is estimated that approxi¬ 
mately tliree-fourths of the men who volunteered to serve their country 
in the war with Spain have already passed to the Great Beyond. The 
United Spanish War Veterans was chartered by the Congress of the 

United States. 
The former president of the United Spanish War Veterans organ¬ 

ization stated before the committee that if this commemorative coin 
is authorized the retail price of the coin would likely be $2, although 
he made it plain that he was without authority to state the exact 
figure which would be fixed as the retail price of the coin. Assuming 
a retail price of $2, the organization would profit to the extent of 
$1.50 on each coin sold, less the cost of design and other incidental 
expenses. The profit from the sale of these coins would be used by 
the organization in connection with the celebration this year of the 
fiftieth anniversary of the Spanish War and to instill in the American 
people a fuller understanding and appreciation of this important 
event in our national history. Any surplus that might remain after 
the celebration of this event would be used by the national head¬ 
quarters of the organization to maintain fraternal activities among 

the members throughout the land. 

EXPLANATION OF THE BILL BY SECTIONS 

Section 1 of the joint resolution would provide for the coinage of 
not to exceed 250,000 silver 50-cent pieces in commemoration of the 
war with Spain. These coins would be of standard size, weight, and 
composition, and of a special appropriate design to be fixed by the 
Director of the Mint, with the approval of the Secretly of the 
Treasury. However, the United States is not to be subject to the 
expense of making the necessary dies and other preparations for such 

coinage. i • , 
Section 2 of the joint resolution sets forth provisions relating to the 

issuance, payment, and disposition of the coins. The coins herein 
authorized would be issued in such numbers (not to exceed a total 
issue of 250,000) and at such times during the calendar years 1948 
and 1949 as shall be requested by the United Spanish War Veterans. 
The coins may be disposed of at par or at a premium, and the net 
proceeds shall inure to the benefit of the United Spanish War Veterans 
organization. Coins herein authorized would bear the date of the 
year in which they are minted, would be legal tender to the amount 
of the face value, and would be issued only upon the request of a duly 
authorized representative of the United Spanish War Veterans, upon 
payment by such organization of the par value of such coins. 

Section 3 of the joint resolution would make applicable to the 
coinage herein authorized all laws now in force relating to the sub¬ 
sidiary silver coins of the United States and the coining and striking 
of the same insofar as they are applicable to the coinage herein 

authorized. 
O 
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The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., 

offered the following prayer: 
Help us, O God of our salvation, for tiie glory of Thy 

name’s sake; deUver us and purge away our sins. Let "niy 
light break forth as the morning and let Thy righteousness 
go before Thee. Oh, let us hear the word of the Lord. Who 
shall ascend into the hiU of the Lord and who shall stand 
in His holy place? He that hath clean hands and a pure 
heart, who hath not lifted up his soul imto vanity nor sworn 
deceitfully. Heavenly Father, do Thou help us to live so 
earnestly and so nobly that we shall prove om title now to 
ah our hopes and dreams. We entreat Thee, blessed Lord, 
to be graciously near our aflUcted Members; may they lean 
on Thee for returning health and strength. Bless their fire¬ 
sides with good cheer. In the name of our. Savioiu:. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read 
and approved. 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker- 
The SPEAKER. For what purposes does the gentleman 

from New York rise? 
Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask imanimous consent to 

ask the majority leader what the program is going to be for 
today and tomorrow. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York? 

Tneie was no objection. 
Mr. RAYBURN. Mr. Speaker, answering the gentleman 

from New York, the program for today is a rule maJcing in 
order the fiood-control authorization bill. 

Another matter that may come up today is an extension 
of an oil compact between certain States which has been 
reported out by the appropriate House committee. 

Mr. SNELL. Is that a different bill from the oil bill we 
passed in the House a short while ago? 

Mr. RAYBURN. The bill'to which the gentleman from 
New York*refers is known as the Connally-Dles hot-oil biU. 
State compacts extend for only 2 years. Hie matter to 
which I refer is simply the renewal of a compact. The Sen¬ 
ate bill providing for the renewal is on the Speaker’s table 
and I think probably ttie gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
Cole] will ask unanimous consent to consider that bill 
afternoon. 

Tomorrow in all probability—and I see the chairman of 
the Rules Committee is here and also the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Bland]—there will be a rule providing for the 
consideration of the Panama Canal tolls bill. 

Mr. O’CONNOR of New York. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAYBURN. I yield. 
Mr. O’CONNOR of New York. There will be a meeting 

of the Rules Committee at 2: 30 this afternoon to pass on 
the Panama Canal tolls biU. So it may come up tomorrow. 

Mr. SNELL. The gentleman thinks that is the entire 
program? 

Mr. RAYBURN. 'That is the complete program for this 
week. 

Mr. SNELL. Has the gentleman anything further to tell 
us about the general program? The report in the news¬ 
papers this morning is not very encpuraging. 

Mr. RAYBURN. I think the report in the newspapers is 
encouraging. 

Mr. SNELL. I am glad to hear that. 
Mr. RAYBURN. With the Senate passing the wage-and- 

hour bill today, which in all probability they will do, and 
with the House Committee on Labor saying that they can 
probably report it out the latter part of this week, certainly 
the first part of next week; with the housing bill in the Sen¬ 
ate in all probability this week, the Senate reaching the 
court bill next week, and considering the legislative pro¬ 
gram announced in the papers this morning, unless there 
is a tie-up on the court bill in the Senate caused by some¬ 
thing arising that would cause more debate than ordinary, 
we can finish all of this program within 3 weeks and feel 
certain that we can adjourn at that time and not be forced 
into a session between now and the 3rd of next January. 

Mr. SNELL. I thank the gentleman for that information. 
Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

to proceed for 2 minutes. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from Missouri? 
There was no objection. 
(Mr. Cochran asked and received permission to revise and 

extend his own remarks in the Record.) 

COMMEMORATIVE COIN RACKET 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, recently I notified the 
Members of the House that in the very near future I pro¬ 
posed to address the House upcn the su'c-ject of coipmemorR - 
tive coins and the racket that has grown up as a result of 
their issuance. I also stated that I would present to you an 
argument which should prevent the passage of such measures 
for all time. 

I have devoted a great deal of time and study to this 
subject and in an effort to cut off the further coinage and 
Issuance of commemorative coins, I have drafted and have 
today introduced a bill (H.-R. 8036) to suspend the execution 
of commemorative coin acts. ’This bill will prohibit the fur¬ 
ther coinage and issuance of such coins under any act of 
Congress with three exceptions. In order to accomplish this, 
the bill specifically ratifies any refusal by the Director of 
the Mint to coin or issue any coins subsequent to the date 
of its introduction. It is drafted to cover all such acts and 
will give room to no possible complaint on the ground of 
discrimination. I have been advised that coins have been 
ordered and issued under every such authorizing act. The 
bill is worded so as not to affect those bills which recently 
were passed by the present Congress. In all fairness to the 
sponsors of those measures, it is my feeling, shared by other 
members of the Coinage Committee, that they should be 
afforded an opportunity to place their orders and receive 
their coins. In any event, those acts themselves contain ex¬ 
press limitations as to time, that is, they expire 1 year from 
the date of their enactment, with the exception of the Texas 
Act. 

Within recent months, I have thoroughly schooled myself 
in the undesirable practices which have grown up and the 
regretful use to which our coinage system has been put by 
so-called coin dealers. Indeed, the President of the United 
States, in several commimications to the Congi-ess has de¬ 
plored the abuses and other ill effects resulting from the 
coinage of commemorative coins and strongly recommended 
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the consideration of legislation which would authorize the 
coinage of medals in lieu of coins, thus preserving inviolate 
the coinage system of the United States. I have talked to 
the President on several occasions concerning commemo¬ 
rative coins and I know he wiU welcome this legislation. 

Congress, many years ago, being cognizant of the dangers 
and confusion which flow from a multiplicity of designs 
in our coins, wisely enacted section 3510 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, which reads as follows: 

o change In the design or die of any coin shall be made 
1 25 years from and Including the first adop- 

"r hub for the same coin * • ». 

With the flood of commemorative coin authorizations, this 
statute, while still on the books, has in recent years been 
more honored in the breach than in the observance. I be¬ 
lieve that in the enactment of section 3510, Congress enunci¬ 
ated a wise general public policy. Adherence to such a 
policy would have prevented the present abuses which result 
from numerous authorizations for the coinage of com¬ 
memorative coins. The effect of such authorizations has 
been to encourage trafiicking in such issues for private profit, 
to increase possibilities of counterfeiting, and in general, to 
detract from the fundamental purpose for which money is 
issued, namely, to provide a medium of exchange. 

From 1892, when the first issue of commemorative new de¬ 
sign half dollars was approved, through 1928, a period of 36 
yeai-s, 18 new design half dollars were authorized. Prom 
1934 to 1936, inclusive, a period of 3 years, 26 new half dollar 
coins were authorized. In other words, and I want to stress 
this fact, in the last 3 years we passed more commemorative 
coin bills than during the entire 36-year period from 1892 
through 1928. Surely, this must end sometime and I think 
you will agree that that time has arrived. 

Besides orders for new coins recently approved, continuing 
orders are received at the mints for coins authorized as far 
back as 10 years ago—mind you, coins are still being ordered 
under adts passed over 10 years ago. Under the terms of an 
act passed in 1926 (act of May 17, 1926, sec. 3, 44 Stat. 559), 
which authorized the issue of 6 million pieces, the mint is re¬ 
quired to fill orders from the interested organization or, as a 
matter of fact, from a coin dealer, in any amount, large or 
small, and they may be called for at any time, until this vast 
quantity is absorbed or until the act is repealed or suspended. 
Annual orders of coins in situations like this naturally are 
small, since the fewer coins minted in a given year, the higher 
the price may go. The change of date each year or, in fact, 
the slightest change gives the coins a new status to collectors 
and dealers. This also applies to the minting of the same 
coin at each mint. 

In 1933 one act (act of June 15. 1933, 48 Stat. 149) author¬ 
ized the coinage of 1,500,000 pieces; in 1934 another (act of 
May 26, 1934, 48 Stat. 807) authorized the issue of 600,000 
pieces: another act passed in 1934 (May 14. 1934, 48 Stat. 
776) authorized the issue of 500,000 pieces; and a second act 
in 1936 for the same organization and commemorative pur¬ 
pose (June 26, 1936, 49 Stat. 1981) authorized an additional 
coinage of not less than 25,000 nor more than 50,000 pieces 
with the change of design on one side. One act passed in 
1936 (act of May .15,1936, 49 Stat. 1277) provides that the in¬ 
terested organization shall not take less than 25,000 pieces, 
leaving the case open for any number above that amount. 
Consequently, the organization can demand delivery of any 
number that it can pay for, provided that not less than 25,000 
be ordered. It can issue coins forever unless this law is 
repealed. 

By the act of May 3, 1935 (49 Stat. 174), a new coin 
was authorized for an exposition. The act authorized 250,- 
000 pieces and the organization requested the entire nurn- 
ber. At the close of the exposition 180,000 pieces, bearing 
date of 1935, were returned to the mint to be melted and 
additional legislation was enacted (act of May 6, 1936, 
49 Stat. 1262) permitting the recoinage of the 180,000 
pieces, bearing date of 1936. 

By the act of June 26, 1936 (49 Stat. 1972), the issue of 
200,000 coins, in commemoration of the opening of a bridge 

w^ authorized. Only 100,000 coins were called for and of 
this amount 30,000 are now to be returned to the mint to 
be melted. The House passed a bill a few weeks ago to 
permit the additional 100,000 to,be minted to commemorate 
another bridge in that vicinity. 

The most casual review of these conditions will indicate the 
amount of special work imposed upon the already over¬ 
burdened mints. Such special work diverts the use of ma¬ 
chinery, manpower, and consumable supplies from regular 
channels of operation, when every facility of the mints is 
needed to meet the demands of the business of this counti-y. 
Special commemorative orders affect every department of 
the mints from the engraving department, including in¬ 
tricate and exacting engraving and die cutting, down to 
the delivery department. Last year the mint had" to dis¬ 
place regular coinage while the necessary facilities were 
being diverted to the manufacture of 734,464 pieces of this 
special Interest coinage. The total coinage in 1926 amounted 
to about 315,000,000 pieces; coinage in 1936 amounted to 
about 723,000,000 pieces. The country’s demands for coinage 
are being attempted to be met with the same number of 
mints now that were in use 27 years ago. It is frequently 
necessary, therefore, to operate the mints on a 24-hour 
basis for long periods. 

Furthermore, it is believed by the Treasury Department 
that the ever-increasing issues of special coins is an unwar¬ 
ranted expense and burden to the Government and that 
some limitation should be put on the time and place for the 
consummation of such acts as are now on the statute books. 
It is true that the cost of . preparing the models for these 
coins is borne by the interested organization and that the 
master dies are paid for by such organization, but the Gov¬ 
ernment must be put to the expense of making working dies 
and manufacturing the coins. Here is a waste of capital 
invested in metals required thus diverted from regular coin¬ 
age. There is, it is true, the seigniorage on the minting of 
such coins which accrues to the Government. However, the 
seigniorage, or its equivalent in amount, is gradually lost to 
the Government over a series of years when subsidiary coins 
are continuously returned to be melted. Tliousands of com¬ 
memorative coins are continuously returned to be melted. 
Thousands of commemorative coins which have remained 
unsold by special organizations, come back to be melted. 
The metallurgical loss which necessarily occurs in melting 
silver coins, and the abrasion, must be made up by the 
use of new silver when such coins are again remade into 
regular issues, and this is an expense to the Government. 
The manufacture of such coins requires that part of the 
rolling mills, coimting machines, coinage presses and all 
other manufacturing equipment must be withdrawn from 
regular coinage and used on coinage for special interests. 
The cost of coinage is a charge against regular appropria¬ 
tions, and absorbs the funds granted for regular coinage. 

FIVE SO-CENT PIECES BRING $93 

Another disturbing feature of this whole policy, which had 
developed in the last 2 years, is the appalling extent to which 
the coins have been exploited for private gain, when coins are 
intended to be made on Government account. One set of 
commemorative coins which the wording of the act permitted 
to be made at each mint, consisted of five types, all made in 
1935; one from each mint, two bearing double dates and 
separate mint marks. This set of five pieces is advertised by 
a dealer for $93 (five 50-cent pieces worth the face value 
of $2.50). Another dealer offers two of these coins for $100. 
Still another issue limited by the act to 15,000 pieces with 
provision for having them made at “the mints” is advertised 
at $45 for three 50-cent pieces. 

In all cases the coins are delivered by the mint to the agent 
named in the act. Practice on the part of the interested 
organizations appears to have grown up of delivering a large 
number of such coins to dealers for disposal to the public. 
There is no control over the charge which dealers may make. 
It is conceded that individuals may pay what they please for 
a coin, but attention is called to the fact that it is the inten¬ 
tion of Congress when the coins are auhorized that the pro- 
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ceeds of the sale of such coins at a reasonable profit, shall be 
applied to the cost of the celebration which they are intended 
to memorialize. When coins are gathered up by dealers and 
offered at such absurd premiums, the profits do not go to 
the organization but to individual merchants. 

No country in the world permits such abuse of its coinage 
as has been permitted in this coimtry. The practice of 
issuing commemorative coins is so entrenched that (deter¬ 
mined resistance seems called for. Every time the impor¬ 
tunities of an organization for special coins are yielded to, 
the defense against the whole pernicious policy is weakened. 

Upon a vigorous appeal having been made in 1927 before 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, when 
the bill was pending for the issue of the Bennington coin, 
the committee agreed to cooperate with the Treasiury in 
discouraging the issue of special coins. The committee went 
on record, in its report on the Bennington coin, in the 
following terms: 

The committee desires at this time to go on record as not 
favoring legislation of this class because of the great number of 
bills Introduced to commemorate events of local and not national 
interest and because such quantities of the coins so authorized 
have had to be taken back by the Government, melted, and 
reminted. 

In addition, the hearings of a subcommittee of the Senate 
Committee on Banking and Cuirency, of April 15, 1937, on 
the subject of commemorative coins generally, are enlighten¬ 
ing. Senator Adams, as chairman of the subcommittee, 
stated as follows with respect to the issuance of such coins, 
page 8: 

» • * For instance, in the case of the Oregon Trail » « • 
there was authorized the very large issue of 6,000,000 pieces of 
60-cent coins. There were some issued in 1926, and some in 1928, 
and some in 1933, and some in 1934, and some in 1936, and some 
In 1937. And they had them issued in some of those years from 
two mints at a time. 

Now, there isn’t a market in the country for any very large num¬ 
ber of any particular issue of commemorative coins. But when¬ 
ever they have a new mint mark, or a new date, they reopen the 
market for the coin collector. It becomes, not as some mem¬ 
bers of the committee, or some Stoators, may think, only a mat¬ 
ter-of commemoration. K we issued a coin to commemorate an 
event, that was one thing. But when we open the way to the coin 
dealer to perpetrate a racket we have felt the United States Gov¬ 
ernment was lending itself to a petty thing, and not in further¬ 
ance really of commemoration. And we believe there are many 
instances showing the possibility of this thing. For instance, 
while I do not want to draw any invidious comparisons, yet I will 
refer to S. 1268, now before this committee, which is to authorize 
the coinage of 50-cent pieces in commemoration of the- one-hun¬ 
dredth anniversary of the changing of the name of Sawplt to the 
village of Port Chester, N. Y. 

I intend to enumerate some specific instances which I am 
sure will convince every member of Congress this bill should 
be passed and sent to the President for his signature without 
delay. 

I gathered this information from the Treasury Depart¬ 
ment and from coin collectors. There is a distinction be¬ 
tween coin collectors and coin distributors. The collector 
must pay what the distributor asks. 

THE OEEGON TaAIL COMMEMORATIVE COIN 

In 1926 the Oregon Trail memorial half dollar was author¬ 
ized for a coinage not to exceed 6,000,000 pieces. In the 
same year there were coined first 48,000 pieces from the 
Philadelphia Mint and then 100,000 pieces from the San 
Francisco Mint. Being coined at different mints they are 
classed as separate coins by coin collectors. 

Out of the 48,000 Philadelphia pieces, 17,000 were re¬ 
melted. In 1928, the Oregon Trail Commission asked that 
there be coined at the San Francisco Mint 50,000 more 
pieces. The Commission, however, failed to call for them, 
and they were left in the mint until April of 1933. Un¬ 
doubtedly it was because of this, that Mr. Hoover, then 
President of the United States, vetoed all coin bills pre¬ 
sented. The President could veto bills but he could not 
repeal this law and more were issued. 

At that time in 1933, 44,000 of the 50,000 were remelted, 
leaving a limited issue of only 6,000. These were offered for 
sale by a coin and stamp distributor of New York, who at the 
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same time advertised “Sole distributors of the Oregon TraU 
commemorative half dollars.” At the same time, this com¬ 
pany announced that there would be available 5,250, 1933 
Denver Mint half dollars. One year later, in September of 
1934, this company annoimced 7,000 Denver Mint 1934 coins. 

In April of 1936, this same company announced 5,000 San 
Francisco Mint half dollars, saying then there would be no 
more from that mint in that year. Later 10,000 were issued 
at the Philadelphia Mint, and these were not advertised pub¬ 
licly, but to their customers by mail. 

• In February this year, there were coined 12,000 at the Den¬ 
ver Mint, and it seems that the commission finally woke up to 
the fact that they themselves could make some money off 
the poor coin collector. They are distributing them them¬ 
selves. 

Thus we have 8 issues in 11 years, all commemorating the 
Oregon Trail, the only difference being the date and mint 
mark, but coin collectors must buy all. Here are the issues; 

Year Number 
coined Mint Ee- 

melted Left Original 

1926__-. 48.QD0 
100,000 
60,000 
6,250 
7,000 
5,000 

10,000 
12,000 

Philadelphia_ 
San Francisco. 
...do. 

17.000 

44. OOO' 

31,000 
100,000 

6,000 
6,260 
7,000 
5,000 

10,000 
12,000 

$1.00 
1.00 
2.00 
1.50 

1.65 
1.66 
1.60 

$1 

fi 
35 

75 
00 
00 
50 
60 

1933 - 
1934 . 
1936. 

Denver.. 
... do.. 
San Francisco. 
Philadelphi a_- 

1937--. Denver.. 

237,250 61.000 176j250 12.40 37 80 

The 1937 half dollar is still being distributed by the 
Commission. 

At the rate these coins are being minted, we will have 
Oregon Trail coins for the next 300 years, imless Congress 
repeals this law. 

THE TEXAS CENTENNIAL 
The Texas Centennial was held in 1936 but has been con¬ 

tinued this year. In 1934 their bill was passed authorizing 
the issuance of 1,500,000 pieces. In that year, they had 
coined at Philadelphia, 205,000 pieces. No doubt they are 
stiH obtainable from the Commission. In 1935 they had 
coined at each of the thi-ee mints, 10,000. The small number 
raised the price from $1 to $1.50. Again in 1936, 10,000 from 
each mint. A notice has just appeared in a local paper that 
they expect to have their 1937 coins available shortly. 

The coins can be issued until the full 1,500,000 pieces are 
exhausted unless the law is repealed. Here are the issues 
so far for the Texas Centennial: 

1,500,000. The price on the 1937 coins is not .available as 
they have not been distributed but will be in a few weeks. 

It is but proper to state that the money raised from the 
sale of commemorative coins under the Texas act is being 
used entirely for the purpose of constructing a memorial 
building on the grounds of the Texas University. This build¬ 
ing is partly completed, $300,000 of the amount appropriated 
by Congress to celebrate the cehtennial being used to start 
the structure. The board of regents of the university super¬ 
vise the distribution of the coins. 

THE DANIfL BOONE BICENTENNIAL 

This law has developed into a racket, the extent of which 
no one dreamed of. The Daniel Boone Bicentennial Act 



10106 CONGRESSIONAL' RECORD—HOUSE July 29 

authorized 600,000 pieces in 1934. That year they, coined 
10,000 at the Philadelphia Mint. In 1935, 10,000 from the 
Philadelphia Mint and 5,000 from each of the other mints. 
Keep in mind each half dollar has a special value—the 
smaller the issue the greater the graft. 

It was about this time that the groaning and muttering of 
the coin collectors, who were footing the bill, began to be 
heard. They protested that the coins were being issued 
from year to year with no change except date and mint. 
In other words, they did not even go to the expense in 
changing the design, which would have been the honorable 
thing to do at least, but they simply changed the date, 
pocketing the cost of the new design. Was it any reason 
the coin collectors complained? 

Mr. Dunn, the distributor of this Daniel Boone half dollar, 
took it upon himself to issue what he termed a “bonus 
issue” of 2,000 from each of the western mints. He claimed 
these were only for those who had stuck with him, by order¬ 
ing all of the previous issues. But the worst is yet to come. 
The coins were issued but not all distributed. Coin collectors 
have always defied this distributor to produce a list of 2,000 
names of the people who got these sets. I have heard the 
cost of this issue is now about $100. 

In December of 1934 Mr. Dunn claims to have assigned 
all the entire issue, yet there is a case of distribution late 
in April of the next year by him. In July of 1936, this same 
distributor offered a set of these rare coins to anyone who 
would purchase 500 of the 1936 Philadelphia coins for $510, 
express collect. In the same advertisement he says. “From 
some sets—as far as they go—^made available to the Daniel 
Boone Bi-Centennial Commission approved by Congress.” 
Evidently he was trying to deceive the collectors into 
believing that more had been coined. 

In 1936 there were coined at Philadelphia 10,000, and then 
5,000 from each of the branch mints. Now Mrs. Dunn, his 
wife, advertises 15,000, 1937 coins from the Philadelphia 
Mint. 

Late in 1935, we have Mr. Dunn’s word that he wanted to 
sell only 300,000 more coins, and how it is stated they expect 
to continue for 5 years! My bill will end his racket. 

' The issues under this act follows: 

Year Number 
coined Mint Original approximate 

price 

1934. 10.000 
10,'000 
6,000 

10^000 
2,000 
2,000 

12,000 
6,000 
5,000 
7.600 

visbo 

Philadelphia_ $1.60-f 
1.10 
1.60-1- 
1.60-1- 
1.10 
3.70 
3. 70 
1.10 
1.60 
1.60 
1.60 
1.60 
1.60 

$3.50 
3.00 
5.00 
5.00 
2.75 

65.00 
65.00 
1.35 
5.00 
5.00 
2.50 
7.50 
5.50 

1935. 
1935-- 
1935. 

San Francisco... 

Philadeiphia_ 
1935-34. 
1935- 34. 
1936- 34. 
1936-34.. 
1936- 34. 
1937- 34.. 

San Francisco_ 
Denver.. 
Philadelphia.. 
Denver- 
San Francisco.. 
Philadelphia_ 

1937-34.. 
1937-34. 

Denver_ 
San Francisco_ 

84,750 19.80 176.65 

A total of 13 coins, the only difference being the date and 
mint. Remember coin collectors are like stamp collectors, 
they must buy each issue. Take the issue of 3,750 coins just 
ordered from the Denver Mint. It was bad enough to place 
an order for 7,500 at San Francisco and Philadelphia, but the 
Denver coin will net Mr. Dunn thousands of dollars in profit. 
Who are the suckers? The poor coin collectors who must 
buy to complete their collections. While the price quoted is 
announced in advertisement, coin collectors tell me the 3,500 
issue will surely bring around $50. They say try and buy 
them for $7.50. Are we to permit this? My bill will stop it 
if enacted at once. ^ 

THE ARKANSAS COINS 
Arkansas secured a late start, but they are evidently mak¬ 

ing up for lost time. The act authorized 500,000 in 1935. 
The first were coined at the Philadelphia Mint, 10,000. Then 
they began to get more orders than tney had coins. I imder- 
stand they consulted a coin dealer and acting on his advice, 

coined an additional '3,000 at the Philadelphia mint and 
5,500 at each of the branch mints. This dealer later admits 
having practically complete control of the branch minted 
coins. These coins were originally sold by the Commission at 
$1, but very few collectors got the branch mint coins. 
The dealer immediately raised the price to $2.75 each. 

In 1936 they coined 10,000 from each of the mints. Then 
it seems they had some difSculty in selling them all, accord¬ 
ing to the wording of their advertisements, and so they re¬ 
duced their price to $1.50 from $2. After these were coined, 
a bill to authorize three new reverses was introduced which 
would have meant nine more coins. Fortunately it was 
amended to only one new reverse. 

Twenty-five thousand of these were coined, and distributed 
only by a New York dealer who set the price at $1.85 plus 
postage, whereas the commission only charged $1.50. And 
now, notices are being sent out by this same dealer that 
they will have shortly a 5,000 set issue from the three mints 
of 1937. And they have set the price at $8.75. At the same 
time this coin dealer advertises “Exclusive distributors of the 
Arkansas half dollars.” 

The coins so far issued for Arkansas follows: 

The authorization is for 500,000 coins and they can go 
on imtil that number is minted unless we repeal the law. 

Thus In the above-mentioned cases, instead of only 4 
coins, 39 were issued or have been ordered and only 667,250 
out of an authorized 8,650,000. There is nothing to prevent 
them from issuing the balance of nearly 8,000,000 unless we 
repeal the laws. Is Congress going to sit quiet and let this 
racket continue? The commissions are probably out of exist¬ 
ence, the celebrations have been held, but there was nothing 
in the law to prevent the turning over of the additional num¬ 
ber to coin dealers who are working the racket and reaping a 
harvest. 

SMALL ISSUES AND THEIR DISTRIBUTION 

In 1935 a Hudson, New York, issue was authorized for 10,- 
000 pieces. Coined in June 1935, delivered to the commis¬ 
sion on June 28, and all sold out July 2 with their advertise¬ 
ment appearing about July 6. They were sold to dealers 
in large blocks, and it is whispered that one New York 
dealer, secured the most of them.' The price was immedi¬ 
ately raised by these dealers. The original price was $1; 
the present price, $7.50. 

Providence, R. I., authorized the coinage of 50,000. Surely 
this appears plenty for all who wanted them. Yet they were 
never advertised for sale by the original commission. There 
was a description of the coin published in February of 1936. 
At the time there was an advertisement by a shop in Provi¬ 
dence offering to secure the coins for the collectors at $1.50, 
although the collectors who had already written to the com¬ 
mission were informed that they would be available at $1 
each. 

The commission began accepting money from collectors 
as early as November of 1935. They coined 20,000 from the 
Philadephia Mint and 15,000 from each of the branch mints. 

Then in April it was announced they had sold out in 6 
hours. The astonishing part of it is in the entire State of 
Rhode Island there were only five members of the American 
Numismatic Association, which is the largest organization 
of coin collectors in the United States. 
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Where did all the coins go? This Providence dealer im¬ 
mediately raised his price to $7.50 a set, and the next month 
raised it to $9. He admitted securing 11,500 for orders that 
he had, then later offered 50 sets to trade and 25 to sell, and 
I have seen a letter over his signature wherein he admits 
selling another 500 sets to dealers. A set is two coins, one to 
show the face, the other the back. 

Here is what happened to the collectors. The Commis¬ 
sion accepted their money. Then, after all were sold, sent 
most collectors back their money, saying that they had sold 
them all to natives, but the money sent back was not the 
original money orders and checks sent in, but checks from 
the Commission drawn on a Providence national bank. Was 
the coin collectors’ money used to send to the mint to get 
the coins? 

I have seen a letter where this Commission admits selling 
a dealer a greater number than was allotted to others, due 
to the fear that they would be imable to sell the entire 
50,000. 

In December, the Providence dealer criticizes the Columbia, 
S. C., commission for not properly distributing a small issue. 

This Columbia, S. C., issue was coined in November to 
celebrate a 1-day exposition held in the previous January.' 
The Columbia, S. C., sets, original price $6.45, now $15. 

Last year the Cincinnati committee had 5,000 coins minted 
from each mint, or 15,000 in all. What was the result? You 
have three issues and a half dollar of any one of the issues 
now brings $11.95. 

The San Diego issue was authorized for 250,000 in 1935. 
The commission minted 250,000 at San Francisco in 1935 
and returned 180,000 to be melted, and in 1936 minted 
180,000 at Denver Mint, returning 150,000 to be melted. The 
price wasxhanged three times. Originally it was $1.50 for 
each half dollar and now the coins are selling for $3 each. 

EIGHTT-ONB NEW BIIXS PENDING 

What is the situation that confronts the Congress today? 
Since this session convened in January there has been intro¬ 
duced in the House and Senate 81 bills which provide for 
the issuing of commemorative coins. If we are justified in 
passing one we are justified in passii^ the others so you can 
realize for yoimself what is going to happen in the future if 
the Congress continues the policy it has adopted in the past, 
and enacts such legislation into law. 

Peeling I have supplied sufficient information to justify 
the repeal of the old laws I will not burden you further, but 
there are many more cases that can be cited showing beyond 
question where the coins were issued and distributed, not for 
the piupose of really commemorating an event, but for the 
purpose, not only to defray the cost of the various celebra¬ 
tions, but to enable coin distributors to practically fleece the 
public. X 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to pro¬ 
ceed for 2 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Rich! ? 

There was no objection. 
(Mr. Rich asked and was given permission to revise and 

extend his own remarks in the Record.) 
Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, in 1934 Jim Farley, Democratic 

National Chairman, said in Utah that the present adminis¬ 
tration was the most economic administration this country 
ever had. Laugh that off as the biggest joke of the past 6 
years. 

Speaking of the present administration, may I say that in 
the year 1934 we went in the red over $4,000,000,000? Yes¬ 
terday, July 28, at Salem, HI., James Farley, the Postmaster 
General, said the depression had been wiped out by the 
present administration. He forgot to mention the fact that 
the country has been burdened with an exorbitant debt of 
$18,000,000,000 for this joy ride, which your children, your 
grandchildren, and some other grandchildren will have to 
pay sometime. Last year we went in the red $3,000,000,000. 
Our national debt is over $36,657,685,000 on July 27 as per the 
Treasury statement. Oh, Mr. Speaker, Jim Farley did not 
mention that the bill is yet to be paid. 
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Mr. Speaker, there is something wrong with James Farley. 
He does not know what he is talking about. There is some¬ 
thing wrong with this Congress, because it does not know 
what it is doing; or there is something wrong with the Presi¬ 
dent of the United States, because he does not know what it 
is all about or where he is leading you. 

If you will look at the statement of July 22 and compare 
the receipts with the expenditures you will see we have gone 
in the red for the first 22 days of this year over $5,694,000, 
a day more than we went in the red last year. Remember, 
more each day, more each day, than you went in the red 
last year. It is appalling in the light of the statement by the 
President that he would have a balanced budget this year. 
If we went in the red las,t year $3,000,000,000, where in the 
world are you Democrats taking this country? You certainly 
are giving us a joy ride. The wreck wiU comfe later from 
this insane method of doing things. 

When James Parley makes the statement he has made, he 
is only thinking of one thing, and that is the political aspect. 
He is not thinking of where this Nation is being led up to 
the precipice for a great fall. If you do not watch out you 
are going to wreck this Nation and do that very soon. I 
advise you to be more vigilant in your spending, get down 
to a sane, judicial, sensible administration of Government 
expenditures. Jim Farley does not know what the word 
“economy” means. The Jeffersonian Democrats should ad¬ 
vise him, if there are any of them left in Coi^ress. The 
New Deal, I am sure, does not know what economy in 
government means. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. MAVERICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

to proceed for 2 minutes. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from Texas? 
There was no objection. 

Mr. MAVERICK. Mr. Speaker, I have introduced a House 
resolution for the investigation of the W. P. A. Of course, 
every one knows I am friendly to the W. P. A. and Harry 
Hopkins. 

But every year when the appropriation for the W. P. A. 
is taken up in this House, Mr. Harry Hopkins is denounced 
for about 2 months beforehand. We have a long contro¬ 
versy and waste a lot of time; then we go ahead and pass the 
bill and turn over one and a half or two billion dollars to be 
spent as he sees fit. 

Besides the House resolution, I have introduced a bill 
providing for the appointment of an unemployment com¬ 
mission, to be composed of 12 members, appointed by the 
President of the United States. The commission is^^to con¬ 
sist of three Senators, three Representatives, and six citizens. 
This bill is now before the Labor Committee. They have 
promised hearings; I hope the bill is reported odt, that we 
get a rule, and it is adopted. 

This commission is directed to make a report at the be¬ 
ginning of next year. We would then know what we were 
doing and could, moreover, fix the permanent policies and 
create a standing committee on Public Works and Welfare, 
on which I have also introduced a House resolution. 

Mr. O’CONNOR of New York. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MAVERICK. I yield to the distinguished gentleman 

from New York. 
Mr. O’CONNOR of New York. Has not the Senate au¬ 

thorized the appointment of a committee to investigate that 
subject? 

Mr. MAVERICK. Yes; the gentleman is correct. In fact, 
the Senate has authorized two committees, one just a Sen¬ 
ate committee, the other an unemployment commission, but 
the House has not done ansdhing. The xmemployment com¬ 

mission is my bill, and on which I have also introduced a 
similar bill, already mentioned. 

That Senate bill is now pending before the Labor Com¬ 
mittee in the House, along with my bill, one by Mr. Vooehis, 
but none has so far been acted on. I believe if we would 
create this unemployment commission now, next year we 
could establish some permanent policy in connection with 
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the question of relief, unemployment, social security, and 
old-age pensions. That is a very important thing, in which 
I hope the Republicans will join. 

Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MAVERICK. I yield to the gentleman from New 

York. 
Ml’. SNELL. The gentleman has had the same experience 

with the Rules Committee I have had. I introduced a reso¬ 
lution 2 weeks ago to investigate the sale of the President’s 
Democratic Handbook. I would like to join with the gen¬ 
tleman from Texas and see if we cannot get both of our 
resolutions reported. 

Mr. MAVERICK. I do not think an investigation of the 
Democratic Handbook is quite as important; but seriously, 
the questions I present are of the greatest importance to the 
people of this coimtry. This is simply congressional policy— 
common sense—and whether we agree on other subjects, it 
seems we could agree on this. 

Whatever our ideas or opinions, we certainly ought to 
know what we are doing on relief—^how and why we are 
spending the money. Such matters have no congressional 
committees of any kind now, and I believe any member of 
any political party can vote for this conscientiously and be 
doing an intelligent and patriotic thing. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
(Mr. Maverick asked and was given permission to revise 

and extend his own remarks in the Record.) 
Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

to address the House for 2 minutes. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from New York? 
There was no objection. 
(Mr. Dickstein asked and was given permission to revise 

and extend his own remarks in the Record.) 
Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, a few days ago the Mem¬ 

bers were kind enough to listen to me on an exposure of 
subversive and un-American activities in the United States. 
During my discussion I pleaded with you to support the Dies 
resolution, which provides for a proper and thorough clean¬ 
ing of house in the United States as far as all these groups 
are concerned. 

At that time I listed about 46 agitators, spies, dopes, aliens, 
smugglers, and everything else. I promised the country a 
second list; and I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, that 
I may insert in the Record a list of about 17 more of these 
smugglers, alien agitators, Hitlerites, and propagandists who 
are seeking to undermine this CJovernment in one way or 
another, to substitute their form of propaganda in order to 
disturb our American people, to breed intolerance, and to 
array one American against another. 

I think it will be very interesting to see the names of those 
who are connected with this movement, and I may say it is 
becoming worse and worse every day. The German Reich in 
yesterday’s newspapers did not deny the charges I have made, 
but it suddenly found out that I was Jewish, and it wants the 
American people not to believe my charges. It does not deny 
a single fact or statement made by me on the floor of the 
House or in other public places. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask imanimous consent to incorporate the 
names to which I referred in my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DKJKSTEIN. The following is an additional list of 

people who are seeking to destroy our democratic form of 
government. Their propaganda is being spread not only 
throughout the United States but throughout the world. 

Severin Winterscheidt, representing the German Min¬ 
istry of Propaganda sworn in at Erlangen, Germany, Sep¬ 
tember 18, 1936, by Julius Streicher. Lives at 267 St. Nicho¬ 
las Avenue, Brooklyn; is an alien. He is the only one with a 
complete list of German representatives in the United 
States. Works directly with the Weckruf & Beobachter and 
speaks on meeting. 

Carl Lange, also at 267 St. Nicholas Avenue, Brooklyn. 
He is the representative of the Alfred Rosenberg Pagan 
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Movement in the United States, who actually receives a sal¬ 
ary of the Edda Bund, the local of the Rosenberg movement 
in the United States. A good speaker, he collects dues to be 
transferred on German ships to Germany; $1 per month, 
membership about 4,000 in the States. Particularly inter¬ 
ested in smashing Free Masonry in the United States. 

Carl Kienzle, West New York, N. J.; employed at the 
North German Lloyd but actually carrier of propaganda ma¬ 
terial from and to ships; has passes on every railroad in the 
States, Canada, and Mexico, and the only one to be the 
actual go-between in matters of Bund and Captain Mensing. 

C. K. Froehlich, also with the North German Lloyd; rep¬ 
resenting all German societies in the United States who 
actually have become directly connected with the Nazi 
Party in Germany; averages 8 or 10 trips to Germany 
annually but never pays fare or uses a passport; an Ameri¬ 
can citizen. Finances are always very good with him. 

Dietrich Worthmann, New York Turnverein president 
and also a member of the A. A. U., working directly imder 
the Propaganda Ministry of Germany; responsible for the 
participation of the United States of America at the past 
Olympics; carries out instructions of Captain Mensing; an 
American citizen. 

Capt. H. Rehm, of the North German Lloyd, representing 
Mr. Schulze; only member of the S. A. in the United States 
of America. Mr. Schulze is military attache of the German 
embassy in Washington; particular work is to get jnilitary 
secrets out of the United States. 

Guenther Orgell, Staten Island, representing the West 
Deutscher Beobachter in the United States of America; 
sort of liaison ofidcer between the party and Government 
officials in the United States of America; also at the present 
active for the election of Senator Copeland. 

C. Hinnrichsmeyer (alias Ullrich) now in the United 
States of America in charge of publicity of the propaganda 
ministry—cartoons, and so forth—supposed to get forged 
documents from Captain Mensing; staying at either the 
Barizon Plaza or with Vice Consul Dr. Draeger. 

Dr. Zimmerer, of Hanover, Germany; here on a lecture 
tour making anti-Semitic speeches in particular; was the 
one who reorganized the Friends of the New CSermany in 
January last year. 

August Klapproth, Jersey City, N. J., at 1158 Bergenline 
Avenue. District leader for the State of New Jersey and 
director of the Camp Nordland in Andover. Citizen. Mor¬ 
ally irresponsible; has, as a matter of fact, been arrested on 
a moral charge.. New Jersey. 

Ernst Mueller, 16-28 Himrodt Street, Brooklyn, N. Y. 
Local leader of Brooklyn and camp director of Camp Sieg¬ 
fried. Importer of German clocks and watches. Very active 
in the boycott of Jews. Citizen of the United States of 
America. 

George Nebbe, Staten Island leader, friend of Mr. Orgell 
and Colonel Emerson. Liaison officer for the consulate. 
Living in a common-law marriage. 

Emil Ebner, 1627 Second Avenue, New York City. Repre¬ 
senting the Nord Deutsch Hefe Industrie of Germany, im¬ 
porting yeast. Mr. Ebner was arrested as an Aryan on a 
moral charge with a Negro woman of Newark, N. J., and 
fined $100, which the bund paid in February 1935. Mr. 
Ebner carried the proceeds of a no. 3200 on a celebration of 
Hitler’s advent to power to Germany and was personally 
rewarded by Hitler. A personal friend of Julius Streicher. 

’The following radio announcers conduct German programs 
in the United States where German consuls and visitors of 
the German Government are allowed to speak freely: Elsie 
Maria Troja, WBNX; Herbert Oedgen, WBNX; John Veistel, 
WFAB; Otto Veller, WHOM; Hans Muennz, WBBC; Hel- 
muth Wessels, WWRL. 

H. von Boeckmann, representing the German broadcasting 
units in the United States, furnishes the above announcers 
with the material to be used weekly. Lobbying for sale of 
helium gas to Germany. 

Dr. Curt Sell, Washington, D. C., also representing the 
radio units, and lobbyist for German Industries. Very popu- 


